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SCR 3 and SR 4 would require the Office of Environmental Quality COntrol
(OEQC) to conduct an environmental :bnpact statement in regard to roadside
pesticide and herbicide spraying to assess health and environmental hazards
and to evaluate alternative methods of controlling roadside plant growth.
OUr statement on this bill does not represent an institutional position
of the University of Hawaii.
'!here is justifiable concern over the safe management of roadside weeds
which must be controlled to assure that roads and road shoulders are kept in
a safe, useable condition. However, the removal of these weeds also
presents a management dilexmna.. Physical removal with tractor-mounted mowers
and weed whackers is a labor intensive solution. Spraying herbicides and
pesticides is less labor intensive, but potentially more hannful to
pedestrians, the laborers who apply these chemicals, and the environment.
Although we concur with the intent of SCR 3 and SR 4, the suggested
preparation of an environmental :bnpact statement by OEQC may not be the most
effective means of addressing the concerns. Because a considerable amount
of data is already available on the envirornnental ilnplications and potential
hazards presented by the various chemicals approved for roadside weed
control, it is not clear how much more infonnation, that would be provided
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by the ErS, would be useful in tenns of decisiornnaking. F\.1rthermore,
because the i.npacts of these chemicals will depend so greatly on the
specific envirornnents where they are used, it is not likely that OEQC could
be expected to do the type of detailed, road-by-road, evaluation required on
a statewide basis. What seems to be needed is better infonned and trained
weed control staff in the Department of Transportation. We suggest that an
alternative approach would be to request OEQC in collaboration with the
Departments of Agriculture and Health, to assist the Department of
Transportation in developing guidelines for the use of roadside weed sprays,
taking into account the site specific needs of the envirornnents where they
are to be used and the potential exposure to the public so as to minimize
risks to both.
